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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed on August 23, 2007 with respect to claim 1-14 have 
been considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 
The new claims 15-18 are introduced. 
Claims 1-18 are pending. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Dawson et al. (US# 5,488,660) in view of Hamilton et al. (US# 5,488,358) and further in 
view of Ulch et al. (US# 4,155,073). 

Referring to claim 1, Dawson et al. disclose a lock (16) (i.e. lock) for limiting to a 
confined and secured space (i.e. see Figures 1-3), including: 
a mechanical lock mechanism (18), 

a control circuit (22) (i.e. processor) for addressing commands to the motor 54, 

and 
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a communication interface (50) is provided with a terminal adapted to be 
connected, via terminal (i.e. wires between device 50 and computer 52), at least 
indirectly, to a computer (52) (i.e. host) (i.e. see Figure 2, connection between electronic 
lock 20 to the host system 52)), for the purposes of control and authorization of the ATM 
10 functions, and in that all elements of said lock are arranged so as to able to be 
placed in said confined space (12) (i.e. vault) (i.e. see Figure 2), except for said 
interface terminal (50) (col. 6 line 9 to col. 7 line 25). Dawson as silent on teaching in a 
bolt, an electromechanical device and a mechanical control unit arranged so as to run 
said bolt from one of said positions to the other. Dawson teaches conditioning to open 
is accomplished by activating or pulsing stepper motor 54 to complete a mechanical 
chain of elements to permit opening of the lock 16 (col. 8 lines 21-34; see Figure 2). 

However, Dawson did not expressly show a computer remote from said 
apparatus, wherein said control unit is arranged so that said electromechanical device 
can be operated only when said interface terminal has received a command from said 
remote computer, which thereby exclusively controls access to said confined space. 

In analogous art, Hamilton et al. teach a mechanical lock mechanism 18 is the 
portion of the lock 16 which causes bolt 26 to extend to lock the ATM vault 12 and door 
16 (col. 5 lines 42-46; see Figure 2). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to have bolt 26 with Dawson would 
secure door 14. 

However, Dawson in view of Hamilton did not explicitly disclose a computer 
remote from said apparatus, wherein said control unit is arranged so that said 
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electromechanical device can be operated only when said interface terminal has 
received a command from said remote computer, which thereby exclusively controls 
access to said confined space. 

In analogous art, Ulch et al. teach a remote terminal transmits the identification of 
a person wishing to access to the central computer and in response the central 
computer will provide data signals which direct the remote terminal to grant or deny 
access by opening or not opening the particular lock (col. 2 lines 4-15). Therefore, it 
would have been obvious to one ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to 
have granting access at the central computer with Dawson-Hamilton would aid in 
preventing unauthorized access. 

Referring to claim 2, Dawson et al. in view of Hamilton and Ulch et al. disclose 
the lock of claim 1 , Dawson et al. disclose wherein said control circuit includes: 

• a memory in which there is stored at least one item of data in correlation with a code 
capable of commanding the lock to open, 

• means for comparing the data and the code, and 

•a pulse generator for operating the electromechanical device when there is a match 
between the code received and the stored data (col. 6 lines 29-61) . 

Referring to claim 3, Dawson et al. in view of Hamilton and Ulch et al. discloses 
the lock of claim 2, Dawson et al. disclose wherein said memory is also arranged for 
keeping data relating to the last operations carded out and wherein said control circuit is 
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arranged to address data relating to said operations to said management system when 
it is commanded to do so (col. 6 lines 55-67). 

Referring to claims 4,12 and 13, Dawson et al. in view of Hamilton and Ulch et al. 
disclose the lock of claims 1-3, Dawson et al. disclose wherein said interface is 
arranged to be exclusively connected to said remote computer (i.e. see Figure 2, 
connection between 42 and host 52). 

Referring to claim 14, Dawson et al. in view of Hamilton and Ulch et al. disclose 
the lock of claim 1 , Dawson et al. disclose wherein said interface and the control circuit 
are arranged such that the data originating from outside the lock and addressed to the 
input terminal conform to a protocol comprising: a first pulse train (T1) defining the 
device concerned, a second pulse train (T2) defining the total length of the message, a 
third pulse train (T3) including data relating to the command transmitted, and a fourth 
pulse train (T4) for checking that there are no errors (col. 6 line 43 to col. 7 line 25). 

Referring to claim 5, Dawson et al. in view of Hamilton and Ulch et al. disclose 
the lock of claims 1-3. Dawson et al. disclose to the extent of claim 14, Dawson et al. 
further disclose a security device for controlling access to a confined and secured space 
of vault (12) (i.e. see Figure 1). Dawson et al. disclose the vault (12) controlled by an 
access code input from dial (42), and connecting to a control circuit (22) (i.e. processor) 
for addressing commands to the motor 54, and also connecting to the host (52) for the 



Application/Control Number: 10/527,897 Page 6 

Art Unit: 2612 

purposes of control and authorization of the ATM 10 functions (i.e. see Figure 2) (col. 8 
lines 21-34; see Figure 2). Further in view Ulch et al. teach a remote computer for 
arranged limit access to said space (col. 2 lines 4-15). 

Referring to claim 6, Dawson et al. in view of Hamilton and Ulch et al. disclose 
the security device of claim 5. Ulch et al. disclose wherein said coordination device and 
said lock are arranged such that, unless prohibited by said remote computer, said lock 
can be opened by said operator by acting on the data input means to enter said code 
(col. 2 lines 4-15). 

Referring to claim 7, Dawson et al. in view of Hamilton and Ulch et al. disclose 
the security device of claim 6. Ulch et al. disclose wherein it includes a plurality of locks 
(i.e. each doors has a lock) and a bus connecting said locks to said coordination device 
(col. 2 lines 4-15). 

Referring to claim 8, Dawson discloses a cash dispenser (12) (i.e. vault) 
including: a lock for limiting access to a confined and secured space as claims 1 ,5 and 
14 combined. Therefore, claim 8 is rejected for the same reasons given with respect to 
claims 1,5 and 14 combined. 

Referring to claim 9, Dawson et al. in view of Hamilton and Ulch et al. disclose 
the dispenser of claim 8. Ulch et al. disclose wherein the remote computer, the 
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coordination device and the lock are arranged such that the data originating from the 
remote computer prevails over the data input means (col. 2 lines 4-15). 

Referring to claim 10, Dawson et al. in view of Hamilton and Ulch et al. disclose a 
management network for security device for controlling access confined and secured 
space including: a lock as claims 1,5 and 14 combined. Therefore, claim 10 is rejected 
for the same reasons given with respect to claims 1 ,5 and 14 combined. 

Referring to claim 9, Dawson et al. in view of Hamilton and Ulch et al. disclose 
the dispenser of claim 8. Ulch et al. disclose wherein the remote computer, the 
coordination device and the lock are arranged such that the data originating from the 
remote computer prevails over the data input means (col. 2 lines 4-15). 

Referring to claim 1 1 , Dawson et al. in view of Hamilton and Ulch et al. disclose 
the network of claim 10, characterized in that said control circuit is arranged such that it 
only addresses the control pulses if said code matches the stored data and if the remote 
computer gives its agreement (col. 6 line 43 to col. 7 line 25; see Figure 2). 

Claim Objections 

Claims 15-18 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, 
but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of 
the base claim and any intervening claims. 
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Referring to claims 15-18, the following is a statement of reasons for the 
indication of allowable subject matter: the prior art fail to suggest limitations that "the 
lengths of the first, second and fourth pulse trains are fixed and the length of the third 
pulse train is variable. 

Conclusion 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications form the 
examiner should be directed to Scott Au whose telephone number is (571) 272-3063. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Fri, 8:30AM - 5:00PM. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Brian Zimmerman can be reached at (571) 272-3059. The fax phone 
numbers for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned are (571)- 
273-8300. 
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ajY PATENT EXAMINER 



